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The scope of permissible state constitutional amendments is subject to the limitation that such an amendment may not violate 
the Federal Constitution! or conflict with federal statutes or treaties. Thus, a republican form of government guaranteed to the 


states by the United States Constitution,” cannot be dispensed with or abolished.* 


The United States Constitution is violated by a proposed amendment to a state constitution which would impose term limits on 


federal elected officials.” However, a state constitutional amendment providing that relevant evidence will not be excluded in 
any state criminal proceeding does not violate the federal constitutional right to be free from unreasonable searches and seizures 
where the intent of the electorate is that the amendment be applied to any situation in which its application is constitutionally 


permissible.° 
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1 State ex rel. Johnson v. Gale, 273 Neb. 889, 734 N.W.2d 290 (2007); In re Initiative Petition No. 362 State 
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